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DETAILED ACTION 

Per the arguments filled on 6/12/2007, the finality (office action dated 5/7/2007) is 
withdrawn, and the action follows: 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. In remarks section of the amendment 
filled on 2/6/2007, applicant only argues that newly added limitation to the independent 
claims. And, therefore, a new ground of rejection is warranted. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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3. Claims 1 -1 5 and 1 8-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Srey et al (SU 6141436) in view of Bongiorno et al (US 6292045) and 
further view of Sano et al. (US 6985582). 

With respect to claim 1 , Srey discloses a data converter (see figure 3 a cellular phone), 
with a data conversion unit (the function of the cellular phone i.e. cell phone letting you 
to make a call or not col. 3, lines 5-20) and a.lock system configured to locks the 
conversion function of the conversion unit in a disable (see col. 3, lines 5-20, the disable 
function is done) as claimed. However, he fails to disclose a predetermined period of 
time to prevent data conversion; the conversion unit configured to encrypt the decrypt 
data and decrypt the encrypt data and returns it back to the external device, and a 
connector part configured to directly connect to and disconnect from a slot part of the 
external device as insertably connects and disconnects, as claimed. 
Bongiorno teaches that cellular phones contains the microprocessors and that the 
microprocessors does includes clocks "predetermined period of time" that while in 
operation does disable the operation once the predetermined time period happens, see 
col. 1, lines 10-18 and col. 1, lines 30-39, as claimed. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinary skilled in art at the time of invention can combine the two 
references as the cellular phone does has the clock that has the feature of able or 
disable "prevent the data conversion", and having the function of prevent the data 
conversion is suggested in the Srey disclosure (see col. 3, lines 17-19). 
Sano in encryption/ decryption unit and storage medium teaches the conversion unit 
configured to encrypt the decrypt data and decrypt the encrypt data and returns it back 
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to the external device, and a connector part configured to directly connect to and 
disconnect from a slot part of the external device as insertably connects and 
disconnects, (see figure 1, numerical 10, the encryption and decryption unit, and 
numerical 21 and 22 as the data that needs to be encrypted or decrypted, and figure 12, 
the numcerical 231 the memory card the "external device", and for the description 
please see col. 4, lines 5-18, 35-40 and col. 14, lines 51-68) as claimed. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
simply use the teachings of the Sano's system in to the Srey and Bongiorno system in 
order to get the improved data processing security system (see col. 1, lines 14-18 of 
Sano) for the motivation. 

With respect to claim 2, Srey further discloses, lock release system which release the 
lock, (see col. 3, lines 29-36) as claimed. 

With respect to claim 3, Srey further discloses, a data input, a recording unit and control 
unit, (see col. 3, lines 48-56) as claimed. 

With respect to claim 4, Srey further discloses, data input unit formed of entry keys, (see 
col. 3, lines 2-8, cellular phone has key pads) as claimed. 

With respect to claims 5 and 6, Srey further discloses, input unit is a plane coordinate 
input unit; data input unit is an input unit, a plane coordinate input unit, a display, (see 
col. 4, lines 24-31) as claimed. 

With respect to claim 7, Srey further discloses, data input unit is a fingerprint input unit, 
(see col. 3, lines 48-56) as claimed. 
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With respect to claims 8 and 9, it is well known to use either capacitive fingerprint 
sensor "measure static electricity" of the optical sensor "optically acquires" for obtaining 
the fingerprint. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in art at 
the time of invention to simply use the well known features of either capacitive or optical 
sensor to obtain the fingerprints as this is conventionally use. 

With respect to claims 10 and 11, Srey further discloses, a recording unit, a control unit 
and the external device includes an input unit, (see col. 3, lines 48-56, and the external 
device is the processor connected to figure 7, numerical 203) as claimed. 
With respect to claim 12 and 13, Bongiorno teaches the time settings, (see col. 1, lines 
33-35, the pre set time) as claimed. 

With respect to claims 14 and 15, it is well known to have an icon on the cellular 
phones to show "display" if the phone is locked "disable" or not lock "enable". 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in art at the time of 
invention to simply use the well-known features of display icon to make the apparatus 
user friendly. 

Claims 18 and 19 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in rejection of claims 1 
and 11, because the claims 18 and 19 are claiming the similar subject matter as claims 
land 11. 

With respect to claim 20 Bongiorno further teaches that cellular phones contains the 
microprocessors and that the microprocessors does includes clocks "timer unif that 
while in operation does disable the operation once the time out happens, (see col. 1 , 
lines 10-18 and col. 1, lines 30-39), as claimed. 
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Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vikkram Bali whose telephone number is 571 .272.7415. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen Lillis can be reached on 571.272.6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 OOO.x- yj A 
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